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qj fli n g vp 'rift iferrag 
(grftng Arum) 

( w*rchfr T^qf iFfgg ^wf> nf rft frw y ra ) 
gfg 3?f%nq^gRT (ftmfugr gifafrr) 

^ 11 3TTO, 2009 

ffcm : WqR W vyi^u^ ^ ip 3TO3T ^ 3TOmf 

% TOfacT TTTf ^K Tt s ft WET ^ ^3^, I 

W. U14/27/2009- , *3fl^#— fg^H 311^15 %fcf>cRT fo. (ftp# T^qYxncl 
3n^> wr ^mpn) ^ 1995 4 srfirPm, 1975' (fare* 

xdcw-qKi 3rf&£ftm ^pn) <mr (gifer TOjarf g>t mstih, ^ 

*R xTR^rM 3?Ff>eFT ^ ^^crr Sift ftqfo>l) £pm 1995 (fvF# 

^dcJM^Id Pm W ^mpu) % 3f^TR ftfer (f$F# 

3n?l ^1IS , ' , ll) % W 3n^T ^FR f^FTT t, fuRT^ STT^fl^ cFU uTIMH 

(ftp# W v MSdld ^ ^mpTT) ^ 3TSFTT W % pRjflcId tfRUcT (fiiRf 

^dCTTcrrcT ^g wf vsnw) ^ gr^r ^t arrcta oFmt t mi 

*r q^#!t cftt^ %g menyW wcr w 3ig^ fozn # i A. 

^.3nf. gg for. ^rt mi fe^r w t i 


2. 3fR ^ mm % % ^ crcg % mm, itfcj vjsfm 

^ arfcr ure^T xpt $rf% % mm % wr g^rr 

gr?R ^rf^rfci, mm ^ mm ^t Pmk^r 

cTSTF ^Tf$I fljltl cfFJ f^TT v3TP7 rft g? \JlfPT 5lfcf 

^1 % fiftr TFlfer ^ RiiwR*l % foF? 3^4d % 

ftgJT 5 % 3TJfTN tnsFT ^ gf^TFRWl ^fPr ?ffcf ^ yffer 
cfRct # I 
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fefaTCrfta vfc<Jk! 

3. W4 ^TIcT 4>4cT 1 fa4 4>l«ffcf<t> 4^5 4 45W W t I 

^ ^ttct w 4 M 4 %4T war $ - i 44 M 4 ■ 

r % fijjm 4<fcft 4> arrerc ir 4s fanjr w<rr t l 44ra w >jm4*t 

^4d 4>I4t5sei$'S 4faw, AflMoei, ^<^4, «*rf£<Pol 4£, flRT 4RToT - T? 

44fcT 4*r4, fe4f4d affiRTT^ s^lte % 4 fi^JT WdT £ I 

4. 44foT ^ *JcT <t>l4Pl<t> TOPH t fa4 IfWHIri : 4fr fl g Jo<t> srf% 

3FEZTRI 29 % ?f^T <r4f>cT f^TT WdT t I cWlft 3TGJR 27 % 4 3TRITcff 

^HT Brar ff t I 4t 4 tor*Jc4> 4f4p 4W 4. 2907.11 OTT 2707.60 

% cT^cf 4 clfl^d feTT W WJ>?TT t I cWlft, 4 4)RI¥Je<b 4'ff<tWuj %4ef # 

dW f44t 41 TOR 4 cR4h Wcf 4 W *!WW>t4 ^g\ # I 

^i4ei vse4«i vRiRfl f^iiRi 

5. mfacM 4. fg-gWH afpff%4> %ft4>c^T fcf. IRT ~ZPR 4t 4^ t cRTT $4 4 TRT 

ar4 Tjq for. ^tr^t topt w t i 4?r 4 4«r^ *rcga4 % 4cmr 4 

WT t I 3n#cH 4 ^TRcW ^ ^JtRT aTJ^R, 4 

fg^cTH 3TPff% ^ft<t>c*H fcf. W %*8T after, 06-fecRR,08 4 4TH 58% d®TT 
3Pf^, 08-JTTtf, 09 4 4?H 55% m\ 4 WST ‘RRcfN 5?MKH efJT 

f^RTT 100% «H6T 11 am: ar4^> 3?fam ^ % y4wref "*Rc$ ^4n H #n I 

6. vw^w 4t vmw <tr 4 % Turner 4 PteifRd I^tt # an4^ 

Rm 2 % aRif ^ 4kR ^ Rm4r % Rm 5 % 

4 R^fcl RH4'6l 4>t ^TT cr>ycii 4 I 

?nftcr4?T 

7. eid*TH wcr 4 ^rrftd aii^u^ x^4 » # 1 
TRH 

8. a?r^cf) 4 ^rrm f^n t arnte^ im acRffta crti ^ft 4 

f^qffcm ^RTef 4 4^ aicR % I 4Rcrf^P ^4 f^tacTTafi, 

fcrPp#f xtct i4dtRra5t, <m4 xj4 wtRt, ftPr^nli, f^rf^r, 
f^rm ^ ftw crjt cR^aft % 4f4f> 4^^ f^twarf % 4^4 4 cftff 
^CMIP ^cl4l4 t I 4t4t vidliq c1<r>4)<t>l TJ4 4lW^4? W 4 ^cTWR^T # afR 44t 
44 ft4^RTPj WT4 mb # i an4 ^ ^iwr f^rr t % wfi^naff ^rt 44 
^Tt 4 44 3T4er-44R 4R f^RTcT f^ETT W # I am: 4^RH WET 4 UiflWI^, 

' 4ienM Rpq4f 4 amf 4 4m? an4^ 4^r 4^aff 4t 44 ^ 44 4 

3Mltcld 4^aff % 'wi cRg" ^THT W t I 




[HFTI—TSFgl] 
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qpgr 

9. ciaiT uimn ft ^cj ftaft % war ft 3fts^f gft '3ira$raT fe arro ft 
ari<k<t> 3 ft^if ft w^ cREjafi gft nfftEftftEr vj^k^ errnEr fe amrR w arm 

EJeET 35T trf^UeR 1W t I fflWlfl ft anft^T gRT EJIJREEJ EfR^ 7 R ETfftEjftftcT EJeftt 

% arm er ft?fi ft w^r EREjaft fe rtrm eje^t er yam Wr fern t 
vrft an^te ft> wet ft ewt <?>t ^ wet arra armET ft wnarfeR fe 3TEzrtfH t ctstt 
vriw^jwTFf ft> jWW vnWrft gm ?ftt er Wr fW wr t i 

rv r f\ 

Iwlff «KPra 

10. aRR^tn cum antral W (an^toi^), ^ ft snra amafti fe airaR 
er w® ftftt ft w?t ^aff ftt Wet eWt ept ejteh fen wr t I w|, 
TT^t W, qwr W Eran afEiftftk >71# ewt ^gW ftftT etep arw>raR 
Wlcfl ^ Tlfft, fftpft HTWTft gRT OTTRIET: 3TWHT wTIETT t, 3E*nfft ft> 3TOR er 
E ffeTET WftW 35T gTETT fW WI t I EiE5 ftftf ft WH EREjaff ftg arWu gRT 

grer gft ^ Wet afewt fe trivet jot ^egT fthgg f i 

tngRETilSR 

11. w^ ftftf fe Tfe ft WTFET EJ3ET ERTT Wet gW ftt *R*fTHI gR EfER er 

g?HT c|ft ft I ifET «ITET ft> R^ET ETIW fttvjg f ffe an^fts cRTT wITCH ft fEFT ITEpR 

3TTf W^ ER^3Tf gp WHRT gag EpREsTHT gR WET gfeTET ft ggETft 3fW f Wft 
WT gg ^tcpET Wen # fe WETEpi eJRT ’TREfer 6n«TR if RTSR 

fW RT ^5T t I 

grf?npr g>m) iR W> #r 

12. ant^ ^ Egcrr Wt t ffe ^itTet Ef?t ettW arraiETi fe arcTTm W1 3 ri 
^ptw ^ srfci W ^ t Wt ffe g^>u tjijt f : 

i. wir ERgsfl nn aroiET iREyEf: vwt, an^ete Eian ^rf ^?ff ^ Wr e^t 

t frW?Je<!> E7 s£ ^ ETPJ t I 3TRT ^?ff E^ 3TTETTET WJcfl t I 

ii. ijfaEft e( 4 Eft g?HT ft eft 2008-09 ft W ft Jt? g>ft} anf t ERg eij 

gft 2005-06 ERn gft 2006-07 gft gcPfr ft n>Fft aiW t I uafft W 
ft Eiftl Erairtft, wi' arraiEft fe wra W ft Erait wt tj«r e3eett^i fe 

Wl ft 3TRTW t l 
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iii. vJCMiq ft? afta ft <3IMO aft M 4 ((cl ft <p)f aRaJ"! itl 3tiaT t 
am: aaft afcr ?tft aft WW 1 T atf # I 

iv. far aftt arraR ulc i aaad’fl aara hsp aftf t, faft aft«j atfra aft aRr 
ttaa?ftt?t i 

v. aa<j a^gafi ft? vRmich aft iflcftfftaft ft aftf afftafta atf fan t I am: 
a? «Rr a?r a?Ra? atf i 

vi. anftaa? ft? qm fta*? '3 ?jk ftg ffttw fftafa a?rfamna a?r fftara fttaja 
atf # l am: 3nftaa? ft? Rrafa Rwraa ^ aft^, ?3rfta aft aftt «Ri aiiff 
if t i 

vii. anftaa? aft a?iwi ft ft?a?r ama ft? a>RR Rnm<; ant t I 

13. anftaa? % Rrftcta fftiar t fft? aa? wr as fftffta tlft ft? naam fft? aifftm 
anamf % a?Rin tja? uRrfci ami ?;a aft*m aara *m tst t ?wt mRa 3namf ft? 
tpm ftPfa f ?ft Rpa?ft xr ngaft ft> Rr fft? «Rt, aifor anamf ft? a?RR atf tf 
?tf 1, wra anaR amRftRi fanfrRT $ awfa a? fft? «Rr ami a?Raft aft aais $ 
t i gfft? ami ?rm a?Raft aft aats ft «Rr an .rflar uhiRm atf tlar t, 
am: i?amm amRg i ft fft*a?ft as t fft? aftg, atfta aft fta« ftftt ?Hfta aifta? ftRfr ft 
aifer anaiftf ft? a?Ra «Rr ft ti aofa aa^w ^w4if ft a? RwiRd star t fft? 
aftoj aftfn aft «Rr ami a>Raft ft? a5R®i atf §f t I mnfft, anftaa? ft aw fftftaa 
fft?aT t fft? PinfctRad ama^t ft a? ftw star t fft? aftej aftra aft mffta anaiftf 
ft? <pk> ) i ariftf gt ft i 

(a>) fta^ ftaft ft anaiftr % aiR^r aftcj aafta aft afta?ff ft ^Pft ift aftt *ft I 
?aft> brisi MRuiiH’M'ha, anaiftt aft ami ft acftapfta gfe gft I 

(^) aiffta aiTaieff aft ami ft gUf % afftaaRaaia aftcj a?fta aft fftaft ami ft 
RKiad anf aft i 

(a) aftej gftta ^1 fftaft ami ft fftaam ft? afftmam^a aft^; aftta ft? aiaiR' 

%^fft ft Rmqc anf I 

(a) aft^; aata aft aftaaf ft Rmae ft? a?Ra ?aa ft fftaae 3af aar ?aft? 
afftapRaasa aa?a aai? mn aftcj aEfta srt «*nf a^ aa ana ft ftt 
Rivicte imRm ft i 


[HPTI—'ST'S 1] 
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14. to trufe to* 1 iftvj? t tot? $?if # w? xrcgafi % mfer 
anrof # tot x#c$ toUt 4# 4mtf#4> «rf# # t# t I 

4iTO#vift aro qft gggra 

15. 3M(|4tl ^HJlibl % J^TJR f#1^3 infill W? #4lf % JJ5T #> aram TO # 

pNjffrld w % 4>Rl?T XfjTO 4# -jfr^ft, TOT XJ4 TO4 4# TO 4R# % foTT 

TOTOWt TO c|^# $ | 

_ .* _ - f\ _rs. 

wg ?rt gram 

16. 4Efro wet & iRTtror^ ufftr 4# araft 1 aragsR-, 2008 # 30 xjpr, 2009 
(9 JT#I#) cT4> 45} t I TOft ericT TO 45} araRr # 4*f 2006-07, 2007-08, 2008- 
09 to TO 4# arafit #ft l 

• 17. toi[ #?r % Prafro#, gerom % to# 37447 , toet # f?r to 

# TOPtcT TO# 4JT# 4T# atmid+f TO TO#! 4# PfafPcT TT45t # 3(k TO # 
TO3 ^TOT 5T«pT' 457# % fcPT TO f#f%xe 5JTftl45rf1 4# P l HfclRad 4# xr 3(4# 
ton# # 3T44ET 4>7T# % IcTTJ 3TTO # (oTOT 4n TO t : 


a. <v , rs. f\ 

1^14*0 i<il$<mxl 

x a • * 

XTTSTOTOIXJ4 7145 

<JlPl«*l X^j TOP? TOeW 
<llf&|vri| ftro, 
417717174517 

45471 71. 240, 3sfT»I 444, 
x^ftocft- 110107 


18. to^tt Prorocft #5 Pm 6(5) % arjro Pri^e mPmsrft toixJPt 47g % 

3 frefiPr<t) TOtroaff to uRiPiRi* to^to 7 pmt 4# #) 314717 bto 457 t# # xsfr 

4TTO, Sit# TO 45T7TO44571T # toRTTT TO # TOET ^TOT 34eTO 4574T 7(45# t I 
4>t^ 3RT %TO5 4T#f if) TO # TOET 314# 3ig7)4 #1# Pwjftd 7144-7?l4T % %R 
JRgET 457 7145#t % I ■> 
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19. cRfaFT TT%TT ^ *JtRT fclftsd 4 

wtj *feterr Jift^xH i % # mffer fr xneffer (40) 

f^ft % 4fcrc jjtrt t\ I cisnft, f^R PMfa<?4 tjg 3iRid<t>f gft am 7 ! ^ fcRm ^rr 

t ^ differ ^ xtfoffe (40) fedf % ift?R *TcRT TTCdd 

3T^t I 

^FRnreicr g>^ 

20. PRHMcft % PfeH 6(7) % TRtJ 4 fld^ W^dft glYT HlfiWlfl % TTO 

^ ^ptt dfelMfe ^RTfT JTCg<T g^TT 3rt$R ?feT t 3ffe 

gfe ^PcRT TOJcT ^Tcf *Wf<l>K gft 4 ^HT ^ HKW 3 JFRjd R# f^TT 
W WRT t dt 4>R*T dYlfe gt* ^ fife?"! ft^R ^THT 3l4fiR sfel # I 
gfe 4^ fecR^ RT# 3TTcPf?jxRT vjfftf ^ *RT g>^ft t 3T8RT ^jfcR 3Rfil % 
^ffeY vETft 3RT3TT d4d<fc| $ 3WgT 4 3Rqfife> WM deleft t eft 

*n$ra>Tfr ^ gm d»fi % arran tr arc4 xm qft tnro <*>? # afk 

tewR g»t ft nwRff g>? #1 

^uiRra? tpigcr g>r ftffrfer 

21. Rrh 6(7) % ?k 4 4 Prf5«c grfe<wft flfevdPto T^icf t • i ^ 

^ ^ f^ci«ics mfM irm ircgd *wif % anfMfe am <ncft w 4vdP » ch 

g?r PRfeui <?>? ^4t # i 

m 'rWr^H, TnftFFRt 

MINKTRY OF COMMBKZ AND NRJSTTRY 
(DepMtMBt Of CMMMtt*) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-IXMiNG AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

INITIATION WTPiCATION 
New Delhi, the 1 Hh August, 2009 

Subject: Initiation of anti-dumping investigation conce r n ing imports of Phenol originating in or 
exported from Japan & Thailand. 

F.No. 14/27/2009-DGAD.—Whereas Hindustan Organic Chemicals Ltd. (herein after referred to 
as applicant) have filed an application before the Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the 
Authority), in accordance with the Customs Tariff Act 1975 as amended in 1995 (herein after 
referred to as the Act) and Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti 
Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injuiy) Rules, 1995 (herein after 
referred to as the Rules), alleging dumping of Phenol, (hereinafter referred to as subject goods), 
originating in or exported from Thailand and Japan, (herein after referred to as “subject countries”) 
and requested for initiation of Anti Dumping investigations for levy of anti dumping duties on the 
subject goods. The request is supported by M/S SI Group-India Ltd. 
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2. AND WHEREAS, the Authority finds sufficient prima facie evidence of dumping of file 
subject goods from the subject Countries, injury to the domestic industry and causal link between the 
dumping and injury exist, the Authority hereby initiates an investigation into the alleged dumping, 
and consequent injury to the domestic industry in terms of the Rules 5 of the said Rules, to determine 
the existence, degree and effect of any alleged dumping and to recommend the amount of 
antidumping duty which, if levied, would be adequate to remove the injuiy to file domestic industry. 

Product Under Consideration 

3. Die product under consideration for the investigation is Phenol, also known as Carbolic Acid. 
Die product is marketed in two grades Crystalline and Hydrated. The two grades are differentiated on 
the basis of flow characteristics of Phenol. Phenol is used in the manufacture of Phenol formaldehyde 
Resins, Laminates, Plywood, Particle Boards, Bisphenol-A alkyl Phenols Pharmaceuticals, Dephenyl 
Oxide etc. 

4. Phenol is a basic organic chemical, normally classified under Chapter 29 of the Customs 
Tariff Act. However, imports are reported under Chapter 27 also. The product is classifiable under 
Customs Tariff heading no. 2907.11 and 2707.60. The Customs classifications are, however, 
indicative only and in no way binding on the scope of the present investigation. 

Domestic Industry and Standing 

5. The application has been filed by M/s. Hindustan Organic Chemicals Limited and supported 
by M/S S I Group-India Ltd. There are only two known producers of the subject goods in the Country. 
According to the information provided in the application, the production of Hindustan Organic 
Chemicals Limited constitute 58% of Indian production during ApriO 8-Sept’ 08 and 55% during 
Oct’08-Mar’09 and along with the supporter, it constitutes 100% of the Indian Production. Thus, the 
applicant shall constitute “domestic industry” for the purpose of the present investigations. 

6. The Authority, after examining the above, determines that the applicant constitutes domestic 
Industry within the meaning of the Rule 2 and the application satisfies the criteria of standing in terms 
of Rule 5 of the Rules supra. 

Countries Involved 

7. The countries involved in the present investigation are Thailand and Japan. 

Like Article 

8. Applicant has claimed that there is no significant difference in Phenol produced by the 
applicant and Phenol exported from subject countries. Both products are comparable in terms of 
characteristics such as physical & chemical characteristics, manufacturing process & technology, 
functions & uses, product specifications, pricing, distribution & marketing and tariff classification of 
the goods. Both the products are technically and commercially substitutable and hold closely 
resembling characteristics. It is further claimed that the consumers have used the two interchangeably. 
Therefore, for the purpose of present investigation, subject goods produced by the applicant are being 
treated as “Domestic Like Article” to the subject goods imported from subject countries within the 
meaning of the Anti Dumping Rules. 

Normal Value 

9. In the absence of availability of data in respect of the domestic sales in Thailand and Japan, 
the applicant has constructed normal value on the basis of constructed cost of production of subject 
goods in subject countries. The Authority has prima-facie considered the normal value of subject 
goods in subject countries on the basis of constructed values as made available by file applicant, 
subject to adjustment in the higher interest cost claimed in respect of Thailand, and the same has been 
considered by the Authority for the purpose of initiation. 
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Export Price 

10. The export price of the subject goods from the subject Countries has been claimed on the 
basis of data obtained from International Business Information Services (IBIS), Mumbai. Price 
Adjustments have been claimed on account of Ocean Freight, Marine Insurance, Port Expenses and 
Inland Freight etc. and scaling down the same to reasonable limits normally adopted by the Authority. 
There is sufficient evidence of export prices claimed by die applicant for the subject goods from the 
subject countries. 

Dumping Margin 

11. Normal value and export price have been compared at ex-factory level in respect of the 
subject countries. There is sufficient evidence that the normal value of the subject goods in Thailand 
and Japan, so arrived is significantly higher than the ex-factory export price indicating, prima facie, 
that the subject goods are being dumped by exporters from subject countries into the Indian market. 

Injury and Causal Link 

12. The applicant has claimed that injury to the domestic industry has not been caused due to the 
factors other than the dumped imports, as shown below: 

i. The subject goods are being imported primarily from Japan, Thailand and the countries 
already attracting duty. The imports from other countries are minimal. 

ii. There is some decline in demand in 200S-09 as compared to preceding year but it was 
significantly higher than 2005-06 and 2006-07. While demand declined, subject imports 
increased significantly in absolute terms and in relation to demand and production. 

iii. The pattern of consumption with regard to PUC has not undergone any change and 
therefore could not have contributed to the injury. 

iv. There is no trade restrictive practice, which could have contributed to the injury to the 
domestic industry. 

v. Technology for production of subject goods has not undergone any change and therefore, 
not a factor of injury. 

vi. The applicant does not have significant export activities for the product concerned. The 
export performance of the applicant therefore, has not caused any injury to the domestic 
industry. 

vii. The productivity of the applicant has declined solely due to dumping. 

13. Applicant has submitted that once it is shown that there is an adverse volume and price effect 
from dumped imports, and the effects of injury caused by dumped imports then, the only basis on 
which to conclude that the injury is not caused by the dumped imports is through non-attribution 
analysis, i.e., that other factors have caused the injury. As listed known other factors do not establish 
that injury has been caused by these other factors, the only inescapable conclusion is that the injury to 
the domestic industry has been caused by the dumped imports from a number of sources including 
subject countries. While the above parameters establish that injury to the domestic industry has not 
been caused by the other factors, applicant has submitted that the following parameters establish that 
the injury to the domestic industry has been caused by the dumped imports. 

a) Imports from the subject countries were undercutting the prices of the domestic industry. As a 
direct consequence, the volume of imports increased significantly. 

b) Increase in the volume of dumped imports resulted in decline in sale volumes of the domestic 
industry. 




[nmi— 1 ] 
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c) Decline in the sales volumes of the domestic industry resulted in decline in the market share 
of the domestic industry. 

d) Decline in prices of the domestic industry resulted in deterioration in profits, and 
consequently cash flow and return on capital employed for the domestic industry. 

14. There is sufficient evidence that the dumped imports of subject goods from subject countries 
are, prima facie, causing material injury to the domestic industry. 

Initiation of Antidumping Investigation 

* 

15. The Designated Authority, in view of the foregoing paragraphs, initiates anti-dumping 
investigations into the existence, degree and effect of alleged dumping of the subject goods 
originating in or exported from the subject Countries. 

Period Of Investigation 

16. The Period of Investigation for the purpose of the present investigation is 1 st October 2008 to 
30 th June2009 (9 months). The injury investigation period will, however, cover the period 2006-07 
2007-08,2008-09 and the POI. 

Submission of Information 

17. The exporters in the subject Countries, their Government through the Embassy, the importers 
in India known to be concerned with this investigation and the domestic industry are being addressed 
separately to submit relevant information in the form and manner prescribed and to make their views 
known to the Designated Authority at the following address: 

The Designated Authority 

Directorate General of Anti Dumping & Allied Duties, 

Ministry of Commerce & Industry, 

Department of Commerce, 

Government of India,,g > * . 

Room No. 240, Udyog Bhavan, 

New Delhi - 110107. 

18. As per Rule 6(5) of Rule supra, the Designated Authority is also providing opportunity to the 
industrial users of the article under investigation and to representative consumer organizations, who 
can furnish information relevant to the investigation regarding dumping, injury and causality. Any 
other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the investigation within the time limit 
set out below. 1 

Time Limit 

19. Any information relating to the present investigation should be sent in writing so as to reach 
the Authority at the address mentioned above not later than forty days from the date of publication of 
this notification. The known exporters and importers, who are being addressed separately, are 
however required to submit the information within forty days from the date of the letter addressed to 
them separately. 

Submission of Information 

20. In terms of Rule 6(7) of the Rules, the interested parties are required to submit non- 
confidential summary of any confidential information provided to the Authority and if in the opinion 
of the party providing such information, such information is not susceptible to summarization, a 



statement of reason thereof, is required to be provided. In ewe where an interested party refuses 
access to, or otherwise does not provide necessary information within a reasonable period, or 
significantly impedes the investigation, the Designated Authority may record findings on the basis of 
facts available and make such recommendations to the Central Government as deemed fit. 


21. In terms of Rule 6(7), the Designated Audiority maintains a public file. Any interested party 
may inspect the public file containing non-confkfential version of the evidence submitted by 
interested parties. 

R. GOP ALAN, Designated Authority 



Printed by the Manager, Govt, of India Ptcm, Ring Rond, Mayapuri, New Delhi- 110064 
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